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http://www.mepartnership.org/sites/GREATLAKES/index.asp

Methodology

767 telephone interviews with registered Minnesota voters

— Interviews conducted from February 4-6, 2014

— Interviews on both landlines and cell phones

— Included 600 voters statewide and oversample of 167 in six frac sand counties iIn
Southeastern Minnesota

— Data statistically weighted to reflect true geographic distribution of voters through the
state

Margin of sampling error of +/- 4.0% for statewide sample, +/- 6.9% for frac
sand counties
Comparisons to prior statewide surveys dating back to 2002

Some percentages may not sum to 100% due to rounding
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Concern about water quality tops the list,
but loss of pollinators also scores high.

Total

@ Very Conc. DSmwt. Conc. ONot Too Conc. BNot At All Conc. BDK/NA

Conc.

*Pollution of drinking water 12% @ 84%

*Disappearance of species essential for
pollinating crops, like honeybees and monarch 10%% S5%
butterflies

Mercury contamination in our lakes,
rivers and fish
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STRATEGIES 4 Wouldyou say that you are very concerned, somewhat concerned, not too concerned, or not at all concerned about each of the following: * ¥2 Sample
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For more information, please contact:

Christine Durand

Advancement Officer

Minnesota Environmental Partnership
christine@mepartnership.org

546 Rice Street, Suite 100

Saint Paul, MN 55103

Dir: 651-789-0654
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